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MATTER OF Dill Conklin Associates, Inc.

DIGEST-

Where protester knew before bid opening
that it would not have sufficient timde
-In which to prepare and submit bid and
Uid not protest fact that it would not
be able to bid until after bid opening,
protest in intimely filed and not for
consideration.

- Bill Conklin Aiseciates, Inc. (Conklin), a
manufadturerls representative, received 4 copy of
the 04meral services Adrinistration, Fedpral Supply
bervice. solicitation go. 31F-BJ-R-U-L547l-in early
Novembir 1977. Thereafter, Conklin requested a copy
of the pertin3nt sr'icificaticr from the Navy Yard in
Philadelphia. Inasmuch as Conklin d#d not receive
that specification until January 6, 1578 (1 day after
the January 5 bid opening date), that firm believes
that no contract awazd should' be made on any of the
opened bids and that the procurement should be resolic-
itad so that it night be provided with enough time
in which to bid.

Conklin jknew prior to bid opening that it, not
having received the specification it needed from the
Navy Yard, would be unable to bid in the time allot-
ted. Since this fact N-au apparent prior to bid open-
Ing, we believe that Conklin should have protested
(ind should have requested an extension of the bid
opening date) prior to opening, rather than waiting
until bids had been opened and exposed. Cf. 4 C.F.R.
S 20.2(b)(1) (1977). Accordingly, we finr-the Conklin
protest is untimely filed and therefore not for our
consideration.

fr Paul C. Demblinq
General Counsel
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